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EDITORIAL NOTES. 


| 
The remainder of the report of the last Meeting of | 
Council which we publish this week, discloses rather 
more disagreement than is usual in the proceedings 
of this august body. A paper was circulated amongst 
the members on which was printed some proposed 
revised regulations for examination of veterinary 
students in general education. Who proposed them 
nobody knew, until it was elicited that they 
emanated from a Committee whose report had never 
been mentioned on the Agenda paper, but which 
was nevertheless brought forward after some dis- 
cussion as to whether the matter could properly be 
considered. The proposed alterations entailed a 
change of rules, which is only possible after due 
notice has been suspended for three months in the 
Board room. Such notice had not been suspended 
the requisite time, and it is difficult to understand 
why the proposed alterations were allowed to be 
brought before the meeting. 


The next subject was a motion ‘hat definite 
hours be laid down by the Council for examination 
of students.” This failed to find a seconder. It 
does seem desirable that not only the day of ex- 
aminations should be fixed but also the hour at 
which they must commence. The difference as to 
facts which was prominently shown is a matter 
which, it is hoped may be cleared up. 

Mr. Cox’s motion, to which we have before referred 
was seconded by Dr. Fleming, and carried. No 
Committee was appointed to make the enquiries 
necessitated by this motion, and we shall look 
curiously forward to see how the Council put their 
resolution into practice. 


The subject of the practical examinations was re- 
ferred to by Mr. Woods, who pointed out some 
difficulties and dangers which might result from a 
too limited supply of subjects. Professor Walley 
also referred to the examinations, and it was re- 
solved that in future all the students examined in 
Edinburgh should present themselves in alphabetical 
order—not separated according to the Schools they 
came from. 2 

The last business of the Council was to appoint 
scrutineers for the election of Members of Council 
in May. A scrutineer is about the worst appoint- 
ment in the gift of the Council. It means four 
hours hard work which is paid for neither in money, 
nor thanks, nor honor A scrutineer, like the 

ritish juryman, fills an office of great importance 
which is always acknowledged in the abstract but 
very rarely in the concrete. 





A MARTYR’S CROWN. 


The crown of Martyrdom is seldom gained in this 
world. The Veterinary Profession is singular in 
many things, but in none more than in its haste to 
acknowledge disinterested conduct on the part of its 
members. [ar be it from us to check the innocent 
generosity of our practitioners. or to gainsay the 
lofty purity of those who ask that Virtue be re- 
warded. Common sense, however, suggests that we 
should bestow no reward until we are sure that it is 
deserved, and common decency ought to suggest 
that when we credit one man with noble conduct 
we do not imply that another has been shuffling or 
greedy. Professor Axe and Sir Henry Simpson have 
discovered ‘disinterested conduct” in the accept- 
ance by Dr. Fleming of a way of escape from a very 
nasty law-suit which hea short time since entered 
upon too hastily. Like most suitors the Doctor 
found the game, upon which he entered with a light 
heart, expensive, and now his friends propose that 
the profession shoald recoup him. 

Professor Axe and Sir Henry Simpson (joint hon- 
secretaries and treasurers of the Fund) have sent 
out a circular which we can only characterise as a 
suppression of truth and a suggestion of falsehood. 
How two men of eminence could have dared to put 
their names to such an impudent appeal is beyond 
our comprehension, and is only explicable on the 
supposition that they have not taken the trouble to 
inform themselves about the matter. 

The Circular is marked *“ Private,’ and contains 
six paragraphs, which we offer no apology for mak- 
ing public. We also add our comments. 

Dear Sir, 

‘* The actions for libel pending between Dr. Fiemine and 
Mr. Do..ar are now settled.” 

The action was commenced by Dr. Fleming, to 
teach the young man “truth and propriety.” 
Damages were valued at £5,000. 

‘‘Tt was considered by many in the Profession that the 
trial of these uctions before a public tribunal would prove 
most detrimental to the welfare of the Profession.” 

A few of the more timid members believed this. 
At the termination of a Meeting of the General 
Purposes Committee of the Council, Sir Henry 
Simpson introduced this subject, and endeavoured 
to obtain signatures toa Memorial, expressing fear 
for the welfare of the Profession, His attempt 
failed, but he succeeded better in Edinburgh, where 
the merits of the case were less known. Had the 
case gone for trial, the Profession would not have 
suffered in the slightest degree. 

Negotiations for withdrawal of the actions by each party 
paying his own costs, proved abortive, owing to Mr. Do.uar 
yejecting the proposal. 
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These so-called negotiations which required each | 
party to pay his own costs entirely overlooked the | 
fact that Dr. Fleming started the action and forced | 
upon Mr, Dollar all the costs. This apparently fair | 
and equal division of costs merely meant that Mr. | 
Dollar would have been put to the expense of about | 
£400 for saying what he believed was true. | 

As a last resource, Dr. Fleming was urged to accede to | 
Mr. Dollar's demand for a payment to the latter in cash of | 
the sum of £300 in respect of costs and expenses incurred. | 

Who urged Dr, Fleming to pay £300 merely to | 
avoid injury to the profession? Is it supposed that 
any member will believe that Dr. Fleming did this | 
knowing he had a good case? How is it, that with | 
his well-known self-effacement he did not think of 
“the interests of the profession’? when he com- 
menced the action ? 

lt should be known that Dr. Fleming has throughout the 
negotiations placed himself unreservedly in the hands of 
those who desired to stay legal proceedings, notwithstanding 
that in June last Mr. Dollar admitted a libel and paid 40 - 
damages into Court (7'imes report, High Court of Justice, 
Queen’s Bench Division, June 21st, 1889.) 


Dr. Fleming has never been accused of inability 
to see his own interests, and we can well believe he 
threw limself unreservedly into the hands of the 
officious persons who voluntarily or involuntarily 
opened a door of escape. The statement that Mr. 
Dollar adinitted a libel is simply false. From 
beginning to end he denied the libel and was fully 
prepared to prove all he said up to the hilt-—and 
In all actions except those for libel | 
it is permitted a defendant to deny the truth of the’ 
plaint and yet to pay money into court. This as a | 
technical move in the case was attempted but the | 
Court refused to accept it in June last. Undoubtedly 
Professor Axe and Sir Henry Simpson both know 
that, when the case was settled, no such admission 
or defence existed, 


| 
! 
A | 
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possibly more. 


‘* Under these circumstances it is thought desirable that 
those who appreciate Dr. Fieura’s disinterested conduct, 
in consenting to a settlement, should have an opportunity 
of subscribing to a fund to recoup him the sum he hag paid 
to Mr. Dotan. Should you approve of the object kindly 
tillup and return the paper sent herewith at your earliest 
convenience. Subscriptions are limited to One Guinea. 

Yours very traly, 
J. Worriey Axe, 
Henny Simpson, 
Joint Hon. Secretaries and Treasurers to the Fund.” 


Those who appreciate Dr, Fleming’s “ dis- 
interested’ conduct may rightly subseribe. If 


they consider him a martyr for his profession’s good 
they are only logical in offering him a crown—they 
should be careful though that it is not one of thorns. 
We should have said nothing of the appeal had it 
not, in attempting to rehabilitate Dr. Fleming, be- 
spattered Mr. Dollar. Dr. Fleming is an old man in 
the profession with friends and _ position to uphold 
him. Mr. Dollar is a young man with nothing be- 
hind him but ascientific mind, a hatred of imposture, 
and the pluck to call a spade a spade. If any testi- 
monial ought to be given Mr. Dollar should be its 
recipient. He helped to save his profession from a 


stupid blunder, and clearly exposed what in charity 
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Quarterly Meeting of Council (continued from page 574), 


MATRICULATION. 


Mr. Huntine.—I propose that this whole subject of 
matriculation be referred to another Committee for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. Taytor.—l will second that. 

Mr. Witson.—Have you the report of the Educational 
Committee ? 

The Prestp—ent.—We have a Committee and we must 
deal with the report. 

Prof. Wau.tey.—I have travelled all the way from 
Scotland mainly with the object of this matter being 
considered. We are just now in this position, that we 
must re-issue our prospectuses, and unless we do so we 


| cannot go on, 


The Prestpent.—The three months notice will not 
expire till May,so that we cannot deal with it now ; it 
must be dealt with at a special meeting. 

Mr. THatcuer.—It is necessary before this alteration 
can come into effect that it should be suspended for 
three months. Ithought it would suit the convenience 
of members not to be called here oftener than necessary 
and I therefore suggested that a special meeting should 
be called on the day but at an hour prior to the first meet- 
ing in May after the election of the new members of 
Council. The new members will then be in oftice, so 
that we can have a proper Council meeting. 

Mr. Tayztor.—I do not think we can discuss this 
matter until we have a thorough Council formed. 

Mr, Witson.—I feel that the sooner this matter is 
settled the better, and I think it is just possible that we 
can deal with this question even though our solicitor 
advised to the contrary. If you remember I moved 
notice of a certain motion in connection with the alter- 
ation of certain bye-laws that was suspended for the 
proper time. It came on before the Council, and a 
special meeting was called to confirm the resolution. At 
our last meeting it was referred to a committee to draw 
out rules in regard to the matriculation examination, 
and to advise the Council as to the subjects which 
should be taken and so on. One of those rules in our 
altered by-laws states that the nature and extent of the 
exmninations shall be fixed by the Council from tine to 
time. With all due deference to our adviser, I think the 
Council has full power to deal with the question now. 
The only difficulty is whether it should have appeared on 
the agenda. 

Tue Preswenr.—l think we may have the report of 
the matriculation committee read although it is not on 
the agenda. 

Tue Secretary read the report dated the 10th of 
February, 1890. It stated that the committee had met 
and considered each item of the proposed regulations 
for the examination of students in general education, 
making several important alterations which were 4) 
proved by the treasurer and secretary of the College of 
Preceptors. The question of the conjoint Board of 
Examiners was discussed and the College of Preceptors 
were asked whether they could see their way to examine 
conjointly with the Institute of Scotland. An e- 
planation was given to the Committee that it would not 
be advisable to have two examining bodies, inasmueh 
as it had always been found in the past to be lmprac 
ticable, and wanting in those uniform results which the 
Council sought to obtain. The College of Preceptors 
would be willing, however, to appoint superintendents 
in Scotland who would conduct the examination of vet 
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same day and hour as those in this country, the students 
to pay a fee of one guinea each. After giving the 
fullest consideration to the subject the Committee re- 
commended the appointment of the College of Pre- 
ceptors to carry out the preliminary examination in 
England and Scotland. 

Mr. Huntine.—Do we understand that this Com- 
mittee discussed the conjoint examination which the 
Council had previously settled / 

The PrestpeNt.—The Committee were instructed to 
consider the best mode of carrying out the preliminary 
examination. 


Mr. Huntine.—They apparently discussed and sug- | 


gested alteration of a matter that had previously been 
arranged by the Council. 
The Presipent.—No, no. 


Mr. Huntine.—The Committee seem to have gone a 


long way beyond their powers. 


Sir Henry Stmpson.—I attended that meeting of the | 


Committee with regard to the conjoint action. Of 
course it is all very well for this Council to pass resolu- 


tions to say that the College of Preceptors and another | 


body should do a certain thing, but you must ask those 
two bodies whether they will consent. We asked one of 
them, the College of Preceptors, and they said “ No, 
we cannot do it, we cannot be parties to it.’ It was 
no use for the Committee to come back and report that 


to the Council. We think we did what most sensible | 
men would do under the circumstances, we said “ What | 
can you do? What we want to do is to propound for | 
the benefit of students and their friends a scheme of | 


preliminary examination.” The reply made by the 
College of Preceptors was that which is contained in the 
report of the Committee. 

Mr. Huntine.—I beg to repeat my proposal that this 
be referred back to the Committee for consideration. 





They have apparently reported as a Committee simply | 
that the Council should undo something that they had | 


already done, and the whole thing is mixed. 

The Preswwent.—Will the Secretary read the minutes 
with regard to the resolution of the Council / 

The Secretary.—Mr. Wilson moved “ That Section 
2, p. 61 be amended thus, by striking out the first 
sentence of the clause and substituting in lieu thereof, 


‘students who do not produce one or other of the cer- | 
tificates referred to shall be examined by a Board of | 


Examiners appointed by and under the direction and 
supervision of this College, to whom they shall report 
the result of the examinations, which shall be uniform 
and applicable to the whole of Great Britain.’ ”’ 


Prof. WatLey.—I believe the word ‘conjoint’ was | 


introduced ; I made a note of it at the time, and I was 
quite clear that that was Mr. Wilson’s intention. 

Mr. Wi1tson.—Something was said as to who were to 
be the examiners, and the word “ conjoint ” board was 
mentioned ; whether the conjoint board was brought 


in the resolution I am not prepared to say, I can only | 


take it as it appears on the minutes. [ must say I 
think with Prof. Walley it is time the matter was 


settled ; it was referred to the Committee and I moved | 


that the report of the Committee be received and 
adopted. 


Prof. WatLey.—Do you propose that this paper that | 


has been circulated amongst us shall be received and 
adopted ? 

_ The Prestpent.—That will be dealt with afterwards, 
It cannot be dealt with till the special meeting. 

Mr. Huntinc.—We have never heard the report yet, 
we have had an account of their proceedings, but nobody 
mows what the Committee have reported or what they 

ean, 

The report having been again read, Sir Henry 
Simpson moved and Mr. Whittle seconded that the 
paragraphs be considered seriatim. 

his was agreed to. 
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The Secretary.—The first paragraph is, “ The Com- 
mittee considered each item of the present regulations, 
making several important alterations as shown in the 
revised regulations, which were approved by the trea- 

/surer and secretary of the College of Preceptors, who 
were present at the time, and your Committee recom- 
mend that those regulations a3 altered be adopted.” 

Sir Henry Simpson.—l beg to move that those regula- 
tions be adopted. 

Mr. Kipp.—lI will second that. 

Prof. WatLey.—I do not see how any such motion can 
be made, because here the Committee propose to alter a 
by-law. . 

The Preswent.—We are simply adopting a report 
which will have to be dealt with at the special meeting. 

The Resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. Witson.—I move the adoption of the remainder 
of the report. 

Dr. Fremine.—l will second that. 

Mr. Huntine.—lI oppose that for the simple reason 
that the Scotch are extremely jealous of all their 
national arrangements. The teaching in the schools is 
totally different to ours. They have up to the present 
time had their students examined by the Institute, and 
if they think that the English want to control them 
more than is necessary, we shall have a bother with the 
Scotchmen over that arrangement. 

Proressor Wat.tey.—I agree with Mr. Hunting up 
to a certain point. It was understood that this was to 
be a conjoint board; now the Royal College of Pre- 
ceptors is called in and asked its opinion about it. As 
far as I know the Edueational Iustitute of Scotland 
have never been asked anything about it, nor has any 
communication been made to them, and most certainly 
we shall object to that. I would much rather the thing 
remained as it was. 

Dr. FLemine.—We ought to treat this question as a 
professional and not a national one. The College of 
Preceptors is the acknowledged body in the three kingdoms 
on this subject, therefore I think the recommendations 
which they have made are perfectly justified. It is not 
at alla question of nationality, it is a question of pro- 
fessional examination, 

The motion was agreed to. 

THe Presipent.—At the special meeting that will 
take place shortly [ shall move that these alterations be 
| brought into operation. 

Sir Henry Simpson.—Then we can leave this matter 
now with the satisfaction of knowing that on the 14th 
| May it can be brought up. 

THE Presipent.—It can be brought up and put into 
operation if the Council think fit. 

Sir Henry Simpson.—What answer are we to give to 
Mr. Stanley. 

THe Prestvent.—I do not see that we have any alter- 
native. 

Sirk Henry Simpeson.—Would this meet the case : 
that Mr. Stanley be informed that the rules for the 
examinations are in force at the present time, and that 
as his son is not already a student of the college he will 
have to conform to the new regulations. 

Tue Prestpent.—There is no getting out of it. 


EXAMINATIONS, 


Mr. W. Huntina then brought forward the motion of 
which he had given notice “That definite hours be laid 
down by the Council for examination of students.” He 
‘said: The reason I bring it forward is this, I under- 
‘stand that some little time ago two students were re- 

fused examination because they were not there at the 
| proper time. I also understand that about forty 
‘students were kept waiting in Fidinburgh all day 
| because it suited the Examiners, without notice, to go 
| and see the Forth bridge. Now what is sauce for the 
goose is sauce for the gander, and the Examiners have 
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no more right to keep the students waiting than the | and deserves substantial State assistance to enable it to 
students have to keep the examiners waiting. I there- | carry out its function of promoting the advance of vet- 
fore propose that the time shall be fixed—not only the | erinary science, and protecting the respectability of the 
day, but the hour, so that the examiners may be ruled | profession. It is very essential for the revenue of the 
as the students are ruled. College that new members should continue to be en- 
Prof. WALLEY seconded the motion. ‘rolled and therefore it is essential also that the practice 
Dr. Ftemina.—I have no knowledge whatever of | of the profession shall not be rendered unattractive in 
students having been kept at Edinboro’ because the ex-| any way. I do not propose to occupy your time by 
aminers went to the Forth bridge. Iam an examiner. | passing in review all the signs of falling off, but it is 
I went to see the Forth bridge on Sunday. Iam not | necessary that I should call attention to a procedure 
aware that students are examined on Sunday. which is calculated to create great disaster to the best 
Mr. Huntinea.—Does the suggestion which emanates | interests of the College and the profession, for if the 
from the Doctor amount to a denial of iny statement, or | cutting down of the scale of fees which has been rife 
is it merely an evasion ? for the last few years be made general, there can be no 
Dr. FLiemine.—I simply say I did not keep students | help for universal professional insolvency. It is often 
waiting because I went to the Forth bridge. acknowledged that the profession is considered to be 
Mr. Huntine.—The statement I have given is true | overstocked at the present time. There is scarcely a nook 
whoever it implicates. or corner throughout the kingdom in which competition 
Sir H. Simpson.—What section was it? Let us get | is not impoverishing the practitioner. Well, now in the 
to the bottom of this. | struggle for life of course each man must do the best for 
Mr. Huntine.—I1 cannot tell you. Perhaps the ex- | himself, and there is nothing to prevent his giving his 
aminers in the room may know if it is true or not. services for nothing if he should choose. But I must 
Sir H. Stmpson.—lI car unhesitatingly say no students | call attention to this fact, that in the last few years 
have ever been kept waiting for me or my section. | thousands of circuJars of a most unprofessional character 
Mr. Roatre Cox.—lI have never heard till now that | have been thrust on the public, seeking to supplant 
students have been kept waiting; certainly in no ex- | existing practitioners, and succeeding in too many cases 
amination in which I have been concerned hasit occurred. | in seriously prejudicing and damaging them to the very 
It is quite news to me. | great detriment of the profession. Now, if our pro- 
Mr. Huntine.—If it is denied by the A, B and C | fession from this and other causes be made so little 
sections of examiners that such a thing took place, I) worth entering, parents and guardians will not be slow 
will withdraw and apologise. 'in seeking some less unpromising pursuit for their sons, 
Prof. Watitey.—We have no representative of “ A’’ | We cannot forget that the schools and the College are 
here, and [ cannot conceive how the Council is to regu- | hand in hand in this matter; the prosperity of the 
late the hours at all; it must be done by the Secretary. | schools is the prosperity of this College, and if students 
The Srcrerary.—In London we are very fortunate, be deterred from entering this profession we shall both 
we can calculate their time within a quarter-of-an-hour | equally suffer. 1 therefore think the matter I have 
or twenty minutes, ‘ | brought before you is one that demands your earnest 
Prof. WaLLEY.—I must say students have been kept | consideration, 

waiting in Edinboro’ but it has been no fault of the; Dr. Fremine.—I will second the motion. I do not 
examiners as far as | know. ‘know of a more important matter which has been 
Dr. Fuemine.—I may say the A, Band C examina- | brought before the Council for many years past. There 
tions take place at the same time, and never, to my is not the faintest doubt that upon the conduct of mem- 
knowledge, have students been kept waiting because the bers of the profession will depend the wealth of the 
examiners went to the Forth bridge. The thing is not | profession. Signs of degradation and deterioration have 
true. | been apparent for some time, and I am certain that if 
Mr. Huntine.—l beg pardon ! the Royal College will not assume its proper functions 
Dr. Fuemine.—lt is not quite correct. 'to check the downward progress of the profession, it 


The Prestprent.—lIf there is no seconder to this | must go down. The powers possessed by this College 
-are, I believe, the same as those possessed by other 


motion we will preceed to the next business. 
Mr. J. Roatre Cox moved pursuant to notice :— bodies in this country which have a hold upon their 
(1) “That with the view to promote and to maintain | graduates. It is in the power of the profession itself to 
the dignity of the Veterinary Profession, this | say what it shall constrve as unprofessional conduct. | 
College take means to regulate the professional | quite agree with Mr. Cox that the attention of the Royal 
conduct of its Members ;: ”’ | College should be drawn to this matter, and that means 
(2) “ That for the guidance of the College means be | should be taken to maintain, and if possible enhance 

taken forthwith to ascertain what provisions | the dignity of the profession. 
with regard to their Members respectively have | Prof. Watuey.—Dr. Fleming tell us that we have 
been established by— | power to deal with all matters of this kind. If se then 
“The Royal College of Physicians, ' why do we want to consider it. The most natural course 
* The Royal College of Surgeons, | to adopt is if there is any special case to bring before 
* The Society of Apothecaries. and ‘the College, that case should be brought and con 

“ The Pharmaceutical Society ; ”’ 








sidered by the Committee. I do not see that we want 
(3) “ That means be taken forthwith by this Col- | to consider this matter now. If anyone has a case let 
lege to acquire full power (if it has not now full | it be brought forward and considered. I for one should 

power) to determine questions of proper pro- | do all [ could to keep up the status of the profession. 
. . i . ‘<r <eneeer 
fessional conduct on the part of its present and Mr. J. F. Srweson.—We must all give Mr. Cox ver) 

} gs 
future Members, and power also to create and | great credit for his good intention, but | would a 
to enforce penalties for infringement or breach | spectfully point out that we have ample power now %% 
g I yi 

thereof.” our Act to determine what is or what is not ra 
He said: In a little while this College will have | professional conduct. It says that a member may % 


. . > . | . 2 . _ . » 
achieved the age of fifty years. We will, for argument | removed if he is proved to have been guilty . gs 
: | 

ell, ow 


sake, ask what may be its position fifteen years hence. | disgraceful to him in a professional respect. nt 
: ° its a ° ay . y 

The existence of the College depends solely upon its | it is clearly for us to determine when a case 1s — 

members. It has no endowment, and it very much needs ‘ before us whether the offence complained of is one wie! 
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, ‘ | 
disgraces @ man in a professional respect, and so far as I 


can see, if we are to do anything in the matter as sug- 
gested by Mr. Cox, it would be necessary for us to draw 
out a long list of offences which shail be considered un- 
professional. We might miss one offence which a man 
might commit and we should be unable to remove his 
name simply because that offence was not scheduled. 
My impression is it would be really better to use our 
own personal influence as we go through the world and 
not to endeavour to draw out a schedule of offences and 
watch for an offender. Offences will be committed, and 
will, in due course, be reported to us, and then will be 
time enough for us to consider whether they amount to 
unprofessional conduct. 

Sir. H. Simpson.—We have, as we are all aware, a 
Registration Committee which sits in judgment on the | 
actions of a great number of men who are offending 
against the laws which govern our profession. That 
Committee is quite capable of taking cognisance of any 
breach of professional conduct as the part of men who | 
are members of our own Body. The question is, no 
doubt, who is to “bell the cat.” I do not think it is 
necessary to lay down a schedule at all. I believe any 
conduct which we as a Council consider unprofessional, 


is unprofessional, and we could call upon a man whose | be under consideration of the 
_affect the old practitioner, but it is the rising generation 
-and the schools and college that will suffer if this is 


conduct had been brought before the Committee in that 
way to act differently, or we could strike him off. There 
is no question about our powers. Mr. Cox has evidently | 
felt that there are people—it may be living not very far 
from him—at all events, London is a large place and I 
need not go very far to find the best men and the worst 
men. I do think the better plan would be for Mr. Cox | 
to bring any such case before the Committee, and if the 
case is a flagrant one I certainly should be delighted 
to see the man made an example of. Personally, I 
think Mr, Cox has done quite the right thing in the 
interests of the profession in bringing the matter for- 
ward, but I do not think we can adopt any set of 
resolutions, considering that we have already got the 
machinery if we only choose to apply it. 

Mr. Huntine.—The fact of Mr. Cox bringing this | 
forward shows that he, a leading man in his profession, 
thinks that although we have the power to strike a man 
off the rolls for grievous offences there are slighter 
offences which require notice, and if we had _ those 
slighter offences in some way defined that it might 
possibly prevent men from doing things which bring 
discredit on the profession. You only have an offence 
when you make a law. Till you make a law there is no 
such thing as an offence, and we are apt to overlook 
the fact that there is an unwritten law which guides 
gentlemen, but that the two terms “gentlemen’’ and 
“professional men” are not synonymous. [ think 
then itis worth our while to consider some of these 
offences against the unwritten law. Advertising, for 
instance, can be carried to an extreme. It can be done 
obliquely, it can be done in various ways, and it may 
be equally abominable in all of them ; I do not refer at 
all to the mild and harmless issue of a card, or mere 
‘unouncement. There are some forms of advertising 
Which are particularly unprofessional, and I think if 
we had a Committee to take into consideration Mr. 
Cox’s resolution, we might possibly arrive at some con- | 
clusions which would prevent some of the dirtier, 
meaner, baser forms of unprofessional conduct. 

Mr. Lampert.—I sympathise with Mr, Cox, but I 
think our profession criticizes itself more severely than 
auy other profession. I think it is because it is a young 
Profession and is more jealous of its reputation than 
probably many other professions are. To give an ex- 
ample from the medical profession. You can in many 
parts of London get both medicine and advice from 


qualified men for sixpence; you car get it from a very | 
great number for 1/- or 1/6. But I saw in one of the | 
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great medical journals the other day that you can in 


}imany parts of London get medicine and advice from 


2d. Ido not think we have ever gone quite as low in 
our charges as that. [ have been in the profession over 
thirty-five years and I think it has improved in every 
sense of the word, so that we have cause to congratu- 
late ourselves and need not criticize the profession too 
severely. 

Mr. Roatre Cox.—l took up this disagreeable task 
entirely for the sake of the profession, I did so seeing 
that circulars have been issued in large numbers, first 
offering to do business at half the usual fees, and this 
bait not having taken sufticiently they have, to my 
knowledge, been reduced to one-third, and even one- 
sixth of the recognised and established terms. Now, if 
fees become so unremunerative that no honest men can 
live, [ point out to you that it is this College that will 
suffer, for if the profession is not worth the entrance of 
any intelligent men, then inasmuch as the College has 
not the slightest revenue apart from its yearly number 
of students coming to it, the College must of necessity 
become bankrupt. I[ really think it is a matter de- 
serving consideration, and I believe that erring mem- 


_bers of the profession will think twice if it is known to 


It will not 


Jollege. 


allowed to goon, The motion was then put and carried, 


THE Practical EXAMINATIONS. 
Mr. Woops called attention to the practical examina 
tions as carried out in London and in Scotland. He 
said that in London the students were all cxamined 


‘from the same animal and suggested that the plan 


adopted in Edinboro’, where the examinations were 
held at the public slaughterhouse and on different 
animals, was preferable. 

The Prestpent.—Do I understand that in 
every student is examined on the same animal / 

Mr. Woovs.—Yes: every one knew the age of the 
animal before hand. That could not be the case in 
Edinboro’. 

The Secretary.—Unfortunately we have no abattoirs 
here. 

The Prestpent.—The specimens come in a very short 
time before the examiners come. 

Mr. Woons.—My colleagues wished me to bring this 
before the Council. We have seen students overhaul 


London 


‘the specimens before them before we commenced the ex- 


aminations. ; 

Mr. Huntine.—What a reflection this is upon the 
reports of the examiners! It shows that Council ought 
to insist upon having a report on every examination in 
writing from the examiners who hold it. 

The Prestpent.—The examiners would have better 
done their duty if they had mentioned it at the time. 
We desire to have fresh specimens every morning. We 
are quite prepared to do whatever the examiners want, 
The College is quite at the disposal of the examiners. 

Mr, Woops.—L am not casting any reflection upon the 
authorities of the College: they have been exceedingly 
kind in every respect. 

The PresipeNt.—But it is very much to be regretted 
that any irregularity should be allowed to go on fora 
moment without being pointed out. 

Prof. WaLLey.—There is another matter I want to 
ask a question about, that is as to the students in Edin 
boro’ from the two Colleges being sent up for their ex- 
amination in alphabetical order instead of the two 
Colleges separately. The matter has been brought 
before the Council. There is a good deal of feeling in 
the matter and I understand the Examiners themselves 


frequently are in a difficulty as to fixing the standard for 


examination, I think that, the students in the Vet- 
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erinary College should be sent up for examination in 
alphabetical order from all the Colleges. 

Mr. Roatre Cox.—I think I am in a position to 
correct some misconception. Having been associated 
with the examinations in London for a great number 
of years I can speak of the great impartiality and fair- 
ness that has always existed with reference to the selec- 
tion of animals. In the examinations which took place 
at the Veterinary College the horses were never seen 
either by the students or the examiners till they arrived 
at the College, and it was never the same horse. At 
Edinboro’ the horses were never seen till their arrival, 
and at Glasgow the horses were selected by my col- 
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leagues and myself from one of the large establishments 
there. 

Prof. Wattey.—lI think the matter could easily be 
met if the Secretary were to instruct the College to 
insist upon not allowing the students to see the subjects 
before examination. I now propose “ that the Secretary 
of the Scotch section be instructed to send the students 
up indiscriminately from the two Colleges in alphabeti- 
cal order.”’ 


The Secretary.—Could it be done by numbers as | 


well ? 
Prof. WauLey.—Yes. 
Mr. Witson.—I will second that. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


| 
} 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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could not possibly have been bitten, as it had never been 
out of sight, and was the constant companion of its 
mistress who had received it from Her Majesty. Nothing 
I was told, had been observed until after the animal had 
received some fowl bones, a portion of which was sup- 
posed to be located in the throat. On the fourth day 
after my first visit it was shot in an undoubtedly rabid 
state. Two other dogs, which had associated with it 
sbortly afterwards became affected and shared the same 
fate. I made the most careful enquiries into this Case, 
but was informed most positively by the keeper and 
also the Earl, that no strange dog could have by any 
means had access to it, being always either in the bed- 
chamber or boudoir. 

A fox terrier I had reared from a puppy and kept five 
years was presented to a lady friend in a country dis- 
trict. He was placed in an out kennel fenced in, nearly 
two years afterwards he died rabid without the slightest 
evidence to show he had been inoculated from without. 

Yet another—last year a very fat well-bred spaniel 
died from dumb rabies—but no mad dog had ever been 
in the district, and it was kept at the back of the house. 
I attended this case throughout, and from the time the 





| jaw dropped to the setting in of paralysis in the hind 
' 


quarters was five days. 
A careful diagnosis is most important in such cases. 


| L have frequently been called in to examine alleged mad 


Messrs. Harrison, Roots, Rogerson, Rogers, Wilson, dogs, possessing it is true some resembling symptoms of 
T. Ball, Edwards, Gostling, Slocock, Reid, Gowing, and | the disorder but which a careful examination proved to 


Byrne were appointed to act as 
Election of Members of Council in May. 
The Council then adjourned. 


Obituary. 


John Mitchell, late of Coddington, graduated April, 
1846. 


VETERINARY MEDICAL SOGIETIES. 


CENTRAL 
VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION. 
REPLY ON THE DISCUSSION (RABIES). 
By Proressorn Wooprorre Hit. 
Mr. PRESIDENT AND GENTLEMEN, 

As far as lies in my power I will endeavour con- 
scientiously and fully, but L hope without wearying 
you, to answer some of the objections which have been 
raised to the opinions expressed in the short paper I 


scrutineers at the, have arisen from other causes. 


Upon one occasion a 
young fox terrier, hitherto playful and affectionate, 
_ became remarkably irritable, commenced to salivate, bit 
| at itself and other objects, hid itself in corners, and 
.from the amount of salivary collection, barked in a 
husky croupy manner. The eyes were bloodshot and 
the throat livid. These symptoms were due to the poor 
creature having swallowed a wasp. Once in the street 
its',fate would have been sealed, and the usual scare 
established. 

On the day I read you my paper I was astounded to 
see a report in the London dailies of a mad dog at 
Hastings, which, after biting a ladies’ cheek out, had its 
throat promptly cut by a butcher in Robertson Street, 
-and the notices which evidently emanated from the 
same source wound up with the expression that it was but 

another illustration of the necessity of enforcing the muz- 
_zling order. Now at the very time this report appeared 
the dog in question, a harmless young fox terrier was @ 
_ patient in my hospital, it had been run over by 4 *bus, 
receiving a compound fracture of the thigh, and other 
|injuries, and in its pain when picked up by its mistress, 
_ just pricked her lip. It would be satisfactory to learn 
‘whether certain individuals are employed for the sole 
| purpose of creating these scares for the purpose of ob- 
taining the enforcement of the muzzling order, and if se, 


had the pleasure of reading to you at the last meeting of at whose instigation. 


the C.V.M.A. 


Mr. Epcar opened tlie discussion on my paper with predisposing cause of rabies. 


I am inclined to the opinion that cousanguinity 1s 4 
For in those dogs proved 


an expression of astonishment that I was of opinion | to have been inbred, rabies and other nervous disorders 


rabies might have «a spontaneous origin. 
though, gentlemen, [ admitted such an occurrence to 
be exceptional, I nevertheless still adhere to that 
opinion, for even in these days of advanced scientific 
research, | do not ignore the fact that every disease 
must have a beginning. How, when, and where has 


yet to be solved—even that keen physiological enquirer 
Prof. Victor Horsely observes—“ How it originated is a | 


”” 
. 
. 


mystery 

L have been asked for proof of spontaneous rabies, and 
as. | never ake a practice of asserting anything I cannot 
prove, I will give you some evidence of spontaneity. In 
1877 I was requested to visit a small highly-bred toy 
terrier, belonging toa lady of title, which I found un- 
mistakably rabid, yet I was positively assured the dog 


Now al- | have been more prevalent than in natural breeds. | need 


| scarcely call to your mind the abnormally prominent 
| forehead, hairless skull, protruding vacant eye, generally 
idiotic countenance, and epileptic tendency which 1s 
seen in toy specimens of the canine race that have been 
|“ bred to death.” 

It isa well recognised fact that, since the ieagrovesnes® 
(query) of breeds, the fashion of dog breeding, and - 
growth of canine exhibitions, rabies, or what has - 
alleged to be rabies, has correspondingly increase ss 
apprehend that no sound physiologist will deny - 
interbreeding is deleterious in more ways than og 
that physical imperfections arise, and intellec - 
deadened. That inbred dogs, especially of the hse 
had unquestionad’: 





sex, are subject to hysteria, [ have 
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nearly allied to that of traumatic tetanus.” 
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proof ; and we have it on the authority of one of the 
greatest physiologists of our time, that “ many forms of 
that protean malady, hysteria, are attended with a 
similar irritability of the nervous centres’’ as occur in 
hydrophobia ; further, that the latter disease “is 


This is evidently an hysterical age, and persons of 
highly nervous temperament’ and excitable dispositions 
are prone to manifest certain symptoms indicative of 
hydrophobia or what Prof. Horsley terms “hysterical 
hydrophobia,” should they have the misfortune to be 
bitten by one of the canine species. I cannot see, 
gentlemen, why the nervous system of a physically weak 
and excitable dog should not be acted upon much in | 
the same manner as in a physically weak and nervous 
human being, and in such a way as to excite symptoms 
strongly resembling rabies. Again it is known that 
certain conditions of the nervous system exert an in- 
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and nervous dogs are rendered hysterical and epileptic 
—my own personal knowledge confirms such results. | 
recently saw « case in which hysteria and convulsions 
followed the application of the muzzle and death ensued 
in three days. Three years ago I purchased a St. 
Bernard in London on account of the horrible torture 
he was enduring through the wounds caused by a wire 
muzzle. To this day he remembers that muzzle. Mr. 
Samson’s remark, “1 do not think we really know 
whether rabies is or is not spontaneous”? is a point in 
my favour, Its contagiousness no one of course denies. 
Dr. HARTNELL’s suggestion that veterinary surgeons 
should enquire more into the genuineness of reported 
hydrophobia cases is worthy of note, though L fear 
medical men will resent it, albeit they have no objection 
to poach on veterinary ground, It is, however, high 
time an antiquated impression still in existence on the 
public mind should be removed, viz., that hydrophobic 
individuals simulate the noises and habits of the 





fluence on the secreting process of the salivary glands, 
and we know that in canine rabies there is an abundance 
of such secretion, abnormally altered and containing | 
deadly virus. In fact, it may be said that all the 
secretions are more or less influenced by the condition 
of the mind, so much so that in certain instances they 
become poisonous from chemical change, and lose en- 
tirely their individuality. May not this be so with the 
canine secretions? I asume that it will not be disputed 
that certain nervous conditions may hasten the death of | 
a person suffering from rabid inoculation. 

Mr. Edgar,in answer to my remark that no one had | 
ever seen a mad dog with a muzzle on, replied, “ Exactly 
—that proves that the muzzling order has not been 
efficiently carried ont, for if the rabid dog had been 
muzzled he would not have been able to have bitten 
the other dog.”” Such an answer, however, is purely | 
hypethetical, and, gentlemen, we are not here to deal | 
with hypotheses but facts. Ifa rabid dog can bend with | 
his teeth, or bite through an iron bar, it is scarcely | 
likely he would retain a muzzle. The same gentleman, | 
in reply to my opinion that the best means of prevent- | 
ing or stamping out rabies was a question for veterin- 
arians and canine pathologists to deal with, asked— What 
was to be done whilst this vexed question was being | 
decided! The immediate registration of every dog, | 
associated with strict quarantine on imported dogs is | 
my answer. 

Mr. Edgar misunderstood my remarks concerning the 
number of canine veterinary surgeons, my exact words | 
were, “ Laymen have discussed it, i.¢., the prevention of | 
rabies, under the impression, formed by the dog-owning | 
public, and not altogether unfounded, that canine vet- 
erinary surgeons can be counted on the finger ends. That 
the latter are few and far between must unfortunately | 
be adinitted.”” And, gentlemen, I venture to say that 
until canine pathology receives its entitled attention in 
the various veterinary schools, this condition of things 
or these impressions will continue to exist. Doggy men 
are keen in sounding the depths of the canine practical 
pathological knowledge of a man whether he be a 
M.R.C.V.S. or otherwise. But assuming all veterinary 
surgeons to be canine pathologists, have they all had | 
experience of rabies! Many of our oldest and most 
exalted practitioners have never seen a rabid dog. 

Finally, I can assure Mr. Edgar that anti-imuzzlers 
we open to conviction, and I, for one, shall be very 
pleased to consider and urge the test of any new dis- 
covery of value for the extirpation of rabies, which Mr. 
Edgar may favour me with his views on. 

Mr. Samson ignores the cruel aspect of the muzzle, 
and fails to see how it can ruin dogs. If Mr. Samson 
has studied canine character he inust surely have ob- 
served the various dispositions that exist in dogs, not 
only of different but of the same breed—morosely in- 
clined dogs are positively made dangerous by muzzling, | 





_animal from which they are inoculated. 


There is as much truth in the tale of the man who, 
when attending church to return thanks for his recovery 
after the transfusion of goat’s blood, ba-a-h’d, and 
butted the verger up the aisle, as there is in the recorded 
cases of alleged hydrophobic human beings mewing like 
cats and barking like dogs. On the same lines of argu- 
ment, it would be only reasonable to expect a man 
inoculated by a rabid horse to neigh and kick, or if from 
a bull, to bellow. 

I recollect a case some years ago in Staffordshire, 
where a man reported mad had been seen on his hands 
and knees tearing out tufts of grass from the bank and 


/barking. When analysed, it was merely a drunken 


| freak. 


In conversation on this subject with Professor Arthur 
Gamgee, he said, “ What might be mistaken for a bark, 


but it bore a very faint resemblance, was the hoarse ex- 


pectoration of viscid saliva, or attempt of the patient to 
cough it away from the throat.’ Possibly, if medical 
men would study canine rabies more fully, so many mis- 
takes would not be made anent Hydrophobia, for on 
this subject, to use the words of an old and valued 
writer, “ We have the link which most of all connects 
the veterinary surgeon with the practitioner of luman 
medicine.” 

Mr. Rowe drew attention to the ridiculous picture of 
a pack of fox hounds, with their mouths at liberty, 
rushing down a lane and meeting a muzzled terrier, but 
did not say whether the terrier accompanying the pack 
was muzzled, Sporting dogs should not be exempt: if 
muzzling be enforced, in common fairness it should be 
universal, and no law made for the rich and another for 
the poor. (Hear, hear.) 

Allusion was made by the same gentleman to the 
action of Mr. Chaplin towards the two Deputations he 
received on December 14th. Having referred to this 


‘through the columns of the Standard, | will merely add 


that I thoroughly endorse Mr. Rowe’s remarks. —[t must 
he perfectly clear to any one that the Minister of Agri- 


culture on that occasion did not assume a manly attitude, 


Had he then and there told us the question of muzzling 


had been decided, which it undoubtedly had prior to our 
reception, or better still, have notified that he could not 


receive the deputations, valuable time to many men 


would not have been wasted, and the enactment of a silly 


farce would have been avoided, 

Mr. Woopcer takes exception to my view of the 
cruelty of muzzling, but produces no satisfactory argu 
ment in defence of his objection. He remarked, “ I have 
frequently gone into people’s houses, and have taken up 
the muzzle in my hand—(though why « professional at- 
tendant should make this a practice L am at a loss to 
understand)—and directly I have done so, the dog has 
come to me to have his muzzle put on—(Why, Gentle 








584 


THE VETERINARY RECORD. April 26, 1890. 





men / Mark Mr. Woodger’s reply)—because he wanted | incubation alluded to by Professor Pritchard, I can 


to go out—dozens of dogs have done that.” Need L ask | only say that in my experience I have never met with 


is that the slightest argument against the cruelty of the | such an instance. 
muzzle! A prisoner in the mines of Siberia would Mr. Burrers, who was practising in the firm of which 
gladly welcome an increase of fetters, if their applica- | I was a partner during the Albrighton kennel out- 
tion meant open air freedom. A weaker argument in break, assisted in furnishing Dr. Fleming with par- 
favour of muzzling I never heard. Would the indi- | ticulars connected with that outbreak when engaged 
viduals who are so persistent in urging the muzzle, walk | on the subject of “ Rabies and Hydrophobia,” and he 
about cheerfully with their heads in a cage, if they | bears me out in my statement that in no single case, 
believed it would stamp out hydrophobia, or even if it | either in the furious or the dumb form, did the in- 
became law to do so? cubative period extend beyond the fifth week, and cases 
I have only to refer Mr. Woodger to my paper to prove ,I have since seen have been within this period. 
that I made no allusion whatever therein to the pro-| Still, it is possible the incubative period may be 
duction of rabies by the muzzle. _longer and vary, to use Dr. Fleming’s words, “ accord- 


Mr. Woodger failed to tell us what became of his ing to the predisposition of the creature inoculated ; 


bitten client,who by Mr. Woodger’s command could | in other words, according as the organic soil in which 
produce from his dog the characteristic mingled rabid | the mortiferous seed is sown, is more or less prepared 


bark and howl—which extreordinary vocal effect is only | for its evolution.” 
Mr. Raymonp has called attention to the frequent 


voluntary. 
Mr. Woopvcer.—l beg your pardon. I never said | and disastrous outbreaks of rabies in the scavenging 
that. dogs of India. Now, I wish it to be distinctly under- 


Hitt.—You did indeed. I | stood, not only in this room, but by the outside pub- 
have it here in the shorthand writer’s report, and it also | lic, that feeding on refuse, filthy surroundings, starvation, 
appears in the Record, . }and ill-usage hold no place whatever in my mind in 

The CuatrMan.—There is nothing remarkable in mak- | the production of canine rabies. In Boulogne, where 
ing the dog bark. | diseased and mongrel dogs of every type roam the 

Professor Wooprorre H1it,—Not in a bark pure and | town at large and live by scavenging, very few cases 
simple, but it is a well-known fact that the peculiar | of rabies have been seen, notwithstanding Pasteur 


c 
croupy mixture of bark and howl in rabies is only 


Professor WoopkoFrE 








receives a plentiful harvest of bitten people from 
emitted in the silence of night or when the animal is there. 
alone, and Lam not aware of it having been produced Mr. Stocovk, I was glad to hear, considered those 
by human invitation or aggravation. districts not under the order might have reasonable 
Lastly, Mr. Woodger thinks we might be quite safe in | claim to exemption. I fully agree with him that tem- 
putting the rabid dogs of London down by the thousand. | perature has nothing whatever to do with the production 
It is to be regretted he did not give us a sound reason | of rabies—more especially heat-—to wit, Australia is 
for such a sweeping statement, which is in direct contra- | free. 
diction to the statistics furnished, and as against it Mr. Mr. ALFRED Broap observes in The Record,“ But I 
Alfred Broad naively observes in last week’s Lecord, | see Professor Hill went so far as to say ‘that nobody 
“ The reason why we do not more often see a rabid dog | had ever seen a mad dog with a muzzle on,” and 
is because there are so few to muzzle.”’ remarks, “ [It is an argument usually advanced by those 
Mr. Hurnpatu asks us for information on the view of | who have had little experience of the malady.’ I take 
spontaneity. I have nothing to add to what has been | this opportunity of thanking Mr. Broad for his insinua- 
stated in reply to Mr. Edgar. I am not aware I said | tion and gratuitous opinion of my experience. There 
there had been no alteration in the muzzling order. On | are those in this room who know I have not only made 
the contrary, it has heen renewed and extended. In iy | the subject a keen study for uearly a quarter of a century, 
opinion it would be an absolute impossibility to enforce | but that I have had far more than a little experience of 
an universal muzzling order—still more so a constant | the malady. While it will be seen that Mr. Broad, 
one, Every man’s house is his castle, and kennels are | though mentioning one case of a muzzled rabid dog, 
private property—therefore, it is not likely that indi- | gives it as his opinion that “the reason why we do not 
viduals would submit to police trespass at any hour of | more often see a muzzled rabid dog is because there are 
the day or night. In the event of the latter, in some | so few to muzzle,’ and this in the face of Mr. Woodger’s 
houses and kennels I wot of, many members of the blue | statement that in London alone they might safely be put 
uniform would speedily have to substitute calves of | down by the thousand. - 
wood for flesh, and stump their beats in future. | With regard to the confinement ofa rabid dog 
Professor Pritcnarp made some pertinent and valu- | Mr. Broad asserts “that a muzzle could be put on, and 
able remarks, albeit I had not lost sight of the fact | what is more, kept on,’ but he adduces no evidence 
that rabies may be spread by animals other than the dog, | in support of the latter opinion, 
aus mentioned in my evidence before the House of Lords | Mr. Raymonp, in re-opening the discussion this 
Committee. If there ‘had been — See required | evening said that the disease being communicated by é 
more than another to clench the objection to muzzling | pite or by licking, he considered some hindrance should 
as an efficient measure for the extirpation of ‘abies, it | be placed upon the teeth or tongue, aud he asked me 
has been that expressed in the utterances of my friend, | 3)... ¢o prove that dogs have been ruined—well, that I 
Professor Pritchard, “ That we must not only muzzle all howe di - 
the dogs, but all the foxes and all the cats,’ and, I may i age wan id thousands had been 
add, in the countries of their habitation, also all the Mr. Raymonp.—But you said thousan 
the wolves. And with cats it would also be necessary to ruined. ™ 
encase the feet, for claws infected with rabid saliva are Prof. Hri.—I could get you proof of a great ela vd 
as dangerous as teeth. Facts are better than fancies,| but I think if I could prove a dozen that woul ? 
and Professor Pritchard’s statement that he had little plenty—that I can easily do. Then I was asked : 
doubt that he could prove that in at least two outbreaks | question about the system of administering hot oe 
the rabies in packs of fox hounds was traceable to some | baths, well, I did not originate that theory, neithe 


; : i > it. The 
of the animals being bitten by rabid foxes, is one which | did Dr. Dolan ; Dr. Busson is responsible - ber . : se 
1 








s mouth, 


at once strikes a deadly blow to muzzling. quotations of statistics which I gave fron ty ag 
Concerning the two exceptional cases of prolonged | zero in 1885 were Mr. Colam’s figures, y 
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abundantly confirmed by the book which Mr. Raymond 
has since handed to me. 

Then Mr. Broap made some observations, but as he 
has since left the room I do not think it is worth 
while to criticise his remarks, which were chiefly directed 
to what he was pleased to term the vagueness of some 
of my statements. 

Iam glad to note that Mr. Moore agrees with me in 
my opinion as to the non-efficacy of the muzzle. 

Mr. Harrison thinks the muzzle useless except for 
giving the policeman power to seize unmuzzled dogs. I 
really think that is the only rag of argument which can 
be adduced in its favour—it has a certain amount of 
weight in regard to the stray curs. 


spontaneous origin of the disease and agreed with me 
in my views as to its incubation. Your worthy presi- 


| 





i 


statement rather startled me, and 1 was astonished to 
hear that he was yet alive. The gentleman who told us 
may have been misinformed. 

Mr, Oatway.—I can give you the name and address 
of the gentleman for whom he worked. He is living 
with Mr. James Garrard. 

Prof. Hitu.—I am afraid that in coming here as.a 
stranger you may think I have rather intruded myself 
upon you, but I can assure you that I am extremely 
obliged to you for having listened to me, and for having 
favoured me with your criticisms. I may tell you one 


‘thing, and that is—if you think I came here to try and 


instruct you, you are very much mistaken. I came here 


| to learn, and I have learned something. 
° | al 
Mr. Burrers mentioned a probable cause of the. 


dent, Mr. Hunting, on the subject of spontaneity has | 


peid me the compliment of not desiring to raise any 
very strong objections to my theory out of respect for 
me. Of course, I am very much obliged to him for 
that, but I must draw attention to the fact that I am 
by no means the only man who believes in the theory 
of spontaneity. I think Mr. Hunting will not deny 
that Prof. Williams, of Edinboro’, holds a high position 
in our profession besides being «a man of undoubted 
ability. On one occasion at a veterinary medical meet- 
ing he expressed his belief in the theory and said it 
would take a lot of argument to shake him out of it. 1 
am glad to see that Mr. Hunting doubts the objections 
which have been made about the period lasting for a 
year and asks for more proof as to the mode in which 
the dogs alluded to were kept. I agree with what has 
heen suggested in reference to publishing the symptoms 
of the disease on the back of the licence. I further 
think that the difference between dogs who are in 
reality stray and homeless curs, and those who are 
merely stray in a temporary sense from haying got lost 
should be distinguished. Then it is suggested that if 


we had a registered collar that the outside regulations | 


should be made more stringent ; to that I think no one 
would take exception. Then it has been said that 
statistics prove nothing, and although I cannot quite 
agree with the assertion, I think if it was a Government 
matter the figures would be more reliable. I also fully 
acquiesce in the suggestion which has been made by the 
chairman, that any locality where a rabid dog has been 
should be immediately declared an infected area. In my 
opinion there should be a fixed area, and a fixed period 
of quarantine, of say five weeks. I should like to 
mention that the year before last there was a rabid dog 
it Hastings, the only case that has been known there, 
aud that dog came from Brighton. He bit fifteen dogs 
before he was killed. Every one of those fifteen dogs | 
destroyed myself in the morning. In consultation with 
the Town Clerk, Mayor and Chief Constable, who 
thought it necessary to order muzzling, I fixed the period 
of time at six weeks, but that was reduced to five weeks 
believing if no other case occurred within that time 
the town would be safe. We have had no other out- 
break. Now the quantity of saliva that a rabid dog 
(rops. about is one reason why I believe with Mr. 
Hunting that declaring a spot infected where such an 
ttimal has been is a very sensible measure indeed. 
I also fully agree with the Chairman on the absurdity 
of attempting to stamp out rabies it: this country and 
yet continuing to allow the importation of foreign 
logs. Until this is guarded against scares will con- 
tine, 
Re artes believes the incubative period may eX- 
orth a Of course a statement like that is 
rabid a se regard to what was said about the 
inalnee’ at Pinner, where the poor gardener had the 
‘sness to hang ten rabid dogs in an orchard, that 


EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


. 
4 


ALLEGED CRUELTY TO HORSE, 


IMPORTANT Cask. 


A 


On the 16th inst. at the London Sessions held for 
hearing appeals against convictions on the south side 
of the Thames, ai the Sessions House, Newington 


Causeway, before Sir Peter H. Edlin, Q.C., vend other 


Justices, Samuel Boorman appealed against a conviction 
of Mr. F. Mead on the 25th of February last, for cruelty 


to a horse and for which alleged offence he was sentenced 


to one calendar month’s hard labour. Mr, Torr in- 
structed by the Solicitors to the Treasury, supported 
the conviction, and Mr. George Lyon appeared for the 
appellant. 

The evidence, which was given’ at very great length 
went to show that Mr, John Hughes, a cab proprietor 
of Notting Hill, had a horse which was suffering from 
“quittor’’ and therefore decided it should be slaugh 
tered, The defendant Boorman who carries on business 
asa horse-slaughterer at Mitcham was communicated 
with and he bought it for knacker purposes on the 18th 
of February in the evening, paying Hughes 35/-. He 
appears then to have placed a halter on it, and putting 
the end over his shoulder proceeded to lead the animal 
from Notting Hill to Mitcham. It was alleged by two 
witnesses, James Wood and George Hutchins, tradesinen 
of Merton, that they saw Boorman at that place which 
is over a mile-and-a-half from Mitcham, leading the 
horse, which hung back and walked very lame. Ae 
cording to their account it appeared to be perspiring 
and shivering and in very great pain. Neither of them 
said anything whatever to thé man at the time, but next 
morning Wood went into the road and found a cast hoof, 
He picked it up and seeing marks of blood communi 
cated with Inspector Holland, who stated that he went 
to the place where the hoof was found and saw marks 
of blood which he traced along the road to defendant’s 
place, covering a distance of a mile and-a-half or three 
He counted no less than 1,017 spots of blood, 


quarters. 
The Inspector sent 


one being four inches in diameter, : 
a messenger to Boorman, and on the latter appearing 
at Mitcham Station he was charged with cruelty to the 
horse by walking it along while lune. The defendant 
denied there was any cruelty as the horse had had its 
near fore leg unnerved and it was therefore, s» far as 
that limb was concerned, insensible to pain, Counsel 
on both sides having stated that they were going to call] 
veterinary surgeons of eminence In the profession for 
and against this defence, Sir Peter Edlin said in a case 
of this sort it was throwing «a very heavy burden upon 
the Bench to decide as between two sets of gentlemen 
who, of course, while being sure to differ in details were 
equally certain to take sides, and how laymen like thein 
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| 
selves were to judge between them he could not tell. | from shivering and excessive perspiration although it 
Mr. Torr, however, assured his lordship that his wit- | was only being walked very slowly and he considered 
nesses were gentlemen of such authority and their | that the condition of limb indicated that the animal 
evidence so clear that he had no fear of complications | was much distressed and suffered physical pain. In cross- 
arising: the learned judge with a sigh bade him proceed. examination by Mr. Lyon the witness did not think if 
It should be mentioned that the horse was slaughtered gelatinous degeneration had set in that that would cause 
early on the morning following the occurrence related, | the horse to walk lame, it did not necessarily follow. 
and the police took charge of the fore-leg and foot The pain here he held was felt above the part unnerved, 
which was alleged to have been lame. Mr. Walter He certainly would say that a horse might walk lame 
George Boswell, M.R.C.V.S. deposed that he was shown without being sensible to pain. From his examination 
the leg of the horse at the police station and found the he came to the conclusion that there had been abrasion 
higher portion to have been extensively swollen—the near the pedal bone and there was a fracture caused by 
lower portion had been unnerved—a portion of the nerve | violence. He held the opinion that although there was 
had been cut from the inside and outside of the leg | no pain at the foot, yet there was clear evidence of its 
but this act of neurotomy did not extend to the whole existence above the place where the nerve was severed, 
limb. The operation was generally performed for ‘In the examination he also stated that the distance 
disease of the feet. In this instance he was of opinion | traversed by the animal would undoubtedly increase the 
that the horse had suffered much pain about the point | pain. The Judge here interposed and said, that al- 
where the nerve had been severed. The horse had shed though these geutlemen saw indications that the horse 
its hoof and therefore one leg would be 33 inches shorter | had suffered there was no evidence that the appellant 
than the other three, seeing therefore the inflammation | Boorman knew that it did, because he attached the 
of the part not affected by the unnerving, the use of that | halter to the horse and taking hold of it put it over his 


° . . | . . . 
foot or part of it would be very painful, as the jar caused | shoulder and walked on in front, his back being to 
} ’ ’ g 


by putting to the ground would affect that part. He | 
had heard some of the witnesses say that although the | 
horse was perspiring and steaming yet the injured leg | 
was dry and he believed that was the casc—the great | 
inflammation would cause it to become dry. . He noticed | 
too hat option was abraded and worn away, near the 
frout port of ihe teil.ck jomt. The flesh above the | 
coronet was jagged. tie never saw the horse alive and) 
could not tell what was its general condition, but from 
the appearance of the linb he was of opinion that the 
animal was quite unfit to travel along the hard roads 
from Notting Hill to Mitcham, and that it did actually 
suffer great pain was shown by the extreme perspiration 
and the shivering. 

In cross-examination he stated that the operation of 
unnerving had, so far as it went, been skilfully per- 
formed, the cicatrix was above the fetlock joint and was 
of some standing. He agreed that there would be no pain 
in the unnerved portion but there was pain above. With 
regard to using the leg when the hoof was shed he 
‘agreed that the animal was not likely to have used it if 
he could help it, but when from exhaustion he had to 
put it down there would be a drop of at least 3 inches 
and the jar would cause pain to the inflamed part above. 
That it had used the leg was shown by the fact that 
when he saw the limb there was dirt and sand on the 
stump and in front of the fetlock joint. He had not | 
known any case where an animal had cast its hoof with- 
out the rider being aware of it until some time after | 
the occurrence. Such a thing had not come to his | 
knowledge in the hunting tield : pressed on the various | 
points he adhered to the opinion that there had been 
pain and of such a character that it must have been 
obvious to any ordinary observer. 

Dr. George Fleming, whe stated he was Principal Army | 
Veterinary Surgeon at the War Office and Horse Guards, | 
a Fellow of the College, and author of several standard 
works on the treatment of horses, said, he had also 
been president of R.C.V.S. He was acquainted with 
and had performed the operation of neurotomy and it 
was not possible if the operation was properly and 
skilfully performed for the animal so treated to feel pain 
below the unnerved part. He had examined the leg 
and was of opinion that there must have been consider- 
able pain in the part superior to the cicatrix. The 
Judge.—-If it had shed its hoof and then used the foot 
would there be pain in the part above where it had been 
unnerved! The Witness—Undoubtedly. Upon the 





condition of the tissues would depend the amount of 
suffering. He thought it had suffered much pain. He 


the animal. Unless the pain was obvious to the de- 
fendant how could the man be held responsible. 

Mr. George F. Samson, M.R.C.V.S., practising at 
Mitcham, corroborated the evidence of the last witnesses. 
He considered from the condition of the leg that Boor- 
man had been guilty of an act of cruelty in walking the 


| horse even slowly from Notting Hill to Mitcham. 


Mr. Lyon reserved his speech for the defence, and 
called Mr. Charles James Humphreys, a F.R.C.V.S., and 
an inspector of the London County Council. He ex 
amined the leg of the horse when produced at the 
Wandsworth Police Court, when he gave evidence for 
the defendant. He found that neurotomy had been per- 
formed on the limb, and the unnerving had been skilfully 
and completely carried out, therefore the animal was 
insensible to pain in the foot. The cicatrix showed that 
the operation had been performed for some time. His 
opinion was, there could be no pain there, and that the 
shedding of the hoof did not qualify that in the slightest 
degree. The working of a horse after casting the hoof 
nade in fact no difference with regard to pain in the 
limb. After unnerving, gelatinous degeneration often 
set in and caused the casting of the hoof, and he attn- 
buted the fact that it occurred in this instance to that 
cause, and that cause would also account for the swelling 
of the tendons, improperly attributed to inflammation. 
Ke also thought it probable that the defendant might 
not have known that the horse had lost the hoof, as he 
was walking in front, because he may have attributed it 
to the lameness which he knew to exist, but which pro- 
duced no pain, It was customary for horses to be led to 
the knacker’s yard unless they were very bad, and there 
was no reason, he thought, why the defendant should 


/not have considered the animal capable of the exertion 


required for the journey. 

In cross-examination by Mr. Torr, he said he could 
quite believe in the horse being led for a mile 4 
a-half without the fact that it had shed its hoof being 
known to the man in front. If he saw a hig 
'steaming and shivering, he would consider it a sigh ? 
distress, but he maintained that there was no ee 
from walking on the unnerved stump. Without regar 
to the short leg, there would be a disinclination ig 
the part of the animal to use it. In ag tered va 
Lyon, the witness said that the symptoms describe’ © 
shivering and steaming might arise from a hundre¢ 
causes. email of the 

Professor Pritchard, Member of the Counc! . - 
R.C.V.S., said he was also one of the examiners © th 
institution and had been President of the College. 


nd 





had heard the witnesses say that the horse had suffered 


Asked if, when a horse had been unnerved in a skilful 
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way it could suffer any pain below the cutting, he said 
it certainly could not, and that a horse might he lame 
from gelatinous degeneration, or some other cause with- 
out suffering pain. Having heard the whole of the 
evidence given in this casc, he would be very sorry to 
say that this horse had ever suffered any pain, nor 
would the mere fact of the casting of the hoof result in 
pain in an unnerved horse, and he did not think it would 
necessarily much increase the lameness. Assuming that 
the horse was shivering and perspiring, that would not 
necessarily show that the horse was suffering. He had 
a horse that shivered while under the influence of chloro- 
form, when it could not possibly be sensible to pain, and 
as a matter of fact it was not usual for a horse to indi- 
cate pain by shivering. A lengthy cross-examination 
failed to shake the testimony of the witness, who said if 
he were leading a horse that had shed its hoof no doubt 
he would have observed it, but the appellant might not 
have done so. It did not necessarily follow that to walk 
a horse a mile and a-half after casting its foot the act 
was one of cruelty. The disease known as quittor was 
easily recognisable by a veterinary surgeon, and the leg 
he examined showed no signs of its existence. Mr. 
Torr.—The owner, a cab proprietor, thought it had 
quittor ! Witness.—Just one of those mistakes that a 
man in his position might fall into. 

Mr. Lyon, in answer to the Court, said he was in a 
position to call a number of gentlemen of equal eminence 
to those just heard in support of his case, which was one 
of absolute denial of cruelty. 

The Judge said, if Mr. Torr was not satistied, perhaps 
another gentleman had better be put in the box for 
cross-examination. 

Mr. William Hunting, F.R.C.V.S., a Vice-President of 
the R.C.V.S., stated, in answer to Mr. Lyon, that he had 


along and varied experience in the treatment of horses, , 


and he stated positively that after a horse had been un- 
nerved it could not be sensible to pain below the part 
operated upon. He had known within his own experi- 
ence of unnerved horses having nails drawn into a por- 
tion of the foot without being sensible of the fact. 
Unnerving produced complete insensibility to pain, He 
had known horses suffering from lameness caused by 
gelatinous degeneration free from pain, The fact of a 
horse shedding its hoof would not make any difference. 
He did not think that the distance travelled made any 
difference in this case. The loss of blood was not an 
indication of pain. 

The Judge suggested that after such evidence the 
conviction could not stand, 

Mr. Torr did not agree, and persevered in a somewhat 
ranbling cross-examination, and the witness declined to 
allow that because the animal walked very slowly and a 
little unwillingly that therefore it was in pain. He also 
leclined to say that the fact that one leg was shorter 
than the other three must have caused pain, or that it 
must have been noticed by Boorman. 

Mr. Torr then addressed the Court at some length till 
the adjournment for luncheon, 

Un resuming, Sir Peter Edlin, without calling on 
vither Counsel, said, “ There has been conflicting scientitic 
evidence in this case, and it has left usin considerable doubt 
whether this horse which had been unnerved suffered 
pain In walking after shedding its hoof, and, moreover, 
if it did, we are not satisfied that the appellant who led 
the horse, walking in front of it at a slow pace, was 
ware of the fact. Upon both points the case is involved 
i too inuch doubt to warrant our upholding the convie 
‘on, The conviction is therefore quashed.” 





} AN Evpezztement Case.—At the Police Court, 
vesterday, Samuel R. Miles, veterinary surgeon, pleaded 


guilty : char : 
suilty to the charges of embezzling several amounts he | 
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enemas 


had received on behalf of Mr. James Blakeway, his 
employer, and was sentenced to three months’ hard 
labour, Mr. Waldron appeared for prisoner.—Stowr- 
bridge, Brierly Hill aud County Eepress. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


We shall be obliged by early intelligence of all matters worth 

bringing under the notice of the profession, and thankful to ane 

friends who may send us cuttings from local papers, containiny 
facts of interest. 


Original articles and reports should be written on one side 
only of the paper, and authenticated by the names and addresses 
of the writers, not necessarily for publication. . 


Re No. 92 of THE RECORD, 


Sin,—It was my intention, after perusing The Veterinary 
Record of April 12th., to have begged your permission to 
once more air my views in your valuable Journal on the 
subject of the forthcoming Election of Members of Council 
K.C.V.S., and to point out some of the reasons why so large 
# proportion of the body corporate takes little or no interest 
in this annual occurrence. But on reflection [| have come 
to the conclusion no good would accrue therefrom, judging 
from the manner in which the Council has in the past 
treated the repeatedly expressed views of «a large number of 
the Profession: on questions deemed of high and burning 
importance; there is no doubt that the Council and its 
sympathisers and supporters are numerically in a very 
considerable minority in the profession. But the Council 
is in power and likely to continue aoing as it deems well, 
notwithstanding the wishes of its constituents; therefore, 
I consider that it is best to leave the Council to its own 
devices, and I know well this is the opinion of « considerable 
number of my professional brethren 

| therefore propose to ask you to allow me to offer a few 
remarks anent another subject referred to in the Lecord of 
same date. I refer to the article under * Extracts and 
Notes ” headed ** Hazeline.” 

I do not intend to approach the discussion of this 
‘extract’ so much from a critical point of view, as with 
the intent to explain in more particular form the actual 
therapeutic virtues of the drug therein referred to. In 
reading the ‘* Extract,” one could hardly do less than con 
clude that a new cure-all remedy had just been discovered, 
and to this extent it is misleading. The name, Hazeline, 
given to this preparation is not official, but is one presumably 
adopted by the firm who introduced the preparation to the 
public in this form, and hence can only be looked upon in 
the light of «a patent medicine. As explained in’ the 
“ Extract,” this preparation is a product of distillation 
derived from the bark, leaves, and small twigs of the 
Hamamelis Virginica or Witch Hazel. The resinoid active 
principle officially known as Hamamelin is obtained from 
the bark only. 

A similar preparation known as Pond’s Extract is made 
from the leaves and twigs of the Hamamelis also by distilla 
tion. 

Dr. I. M. Hale in his ** Special Therapeutics of the New 
Remedies,” published in 1880, states the Hamamelis has 
been used in homeopathic practice for about twenty years, 
so that at the present time it has been used as a remedy for 
about thirty vears, but according to the ‘ Homuopathic 
Pharmacopocia ” the preparation of the Hamuaimelis is a 
tincture or alcoholic solution made from the bark. 

Dr. Hering who was medical attendant to Mr. Pond, the 
manufacturer of the aforesaid ‘* Extract,” was the first, it 
is believed, to introduce Hamamelis to the profession, anil 
Dr. Okie is said to be the first to have written concerning 
the medicine. 

Dr. Richard Hughes in his ‘ Manual of Pharmaco 
dvnamics,” states that ‘a proving of hameamelis conducted 
by fourteen persous mainly with the attenuations, was pre 
sented to the American Institute of Hommwopathy at its 
meeting, in 1874, by Dr. Wallace McGeorge, and is pub- 
lished in its transactions for that year. All other know. 
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ledge of the pathogenetic and curative effects of the drug is 
collated by Dr. Hale in the article upon it in his ‘ New 
Remedies.’ ”’ 

From the clinical experience gained in the use of this 
medicine, as well as from the pathogenetic experiments, it 
is quite clear that its main sphere of action is confined to 
the venous system; and the principal forms of disorder 
therein are phlebitis, varicosis, and hemorrhage. 

With regard to phlebitis, | have not had any personal ex- 
perience, but I find that Dr. Preston, who I believe is 
accepted] as an authority on the virtues of hamamelis, con- 
siders that too much confidence cannot be placed in the 
drug for simple phlebitis, 

In varicosis, I have seen more than one or two really 
remarkable cures, the subjects being stablemen, who had 
been great sufferers from varicose veins in the legs. 
Indeed, they had suffered many things of many physicians, 
and had spent, for them, large sums of money, and were 
nothing bettered, but rather grew worse, until I had the 
satisfaction ot being instrumental in obtaining for them 
the hamamelis treatment. 

In my own person, I can speak of the remarkable success 
of this drug in hemorrhoids, that form commonly known 
as ‘‘ bleeding piles ;’’ but it must be borne in mind that the 
result was obtained by the internal use of the medicine, 
and not by local application simply. 

Next I come to the use of hamamelis in homorrhages 
generally, and here it is absolutely necessary to cmphasize 
the fact that it is in venous hemorrhage ‘‘ where the blood 
flows steadily and without expulsive effort that hamamelis 
is likely to cure.” (Hughes.) 

One form of purpura, epistaxis, hcematemesis, and 
hemoptysis, hoematuria, and uterial haemorrhage after 
delivery, are forms of bleeding under the influence and 
control of this drug, provided always they be of the venous 
and passive type. Dr. Hughes has also found it extremely 
useful in orchitis and ovaritis, and he considers that it 
would prevent abortion in cases where the mishap is due to 
ovarian irritation and inflammation. 

In veterinary practice, I have used the drug with con- 
siderable success in hoemorrhoids in dogs, and in cases of 
hoemorrhage after parvurition both in the dog and cat. 

Should any of your readers be induced to test Hazeline, 
well and good ; but before doing so, it would be desirable 
to learn from the manufacturers some particulars as to the 
real strength of the preparation, and what proportion of 
the active principle is contained therein. In all my experi- 
ence of the use of hamamelis, I have always used for 
internal administration the second or third decimal attenua- 
tion of the tincture, and for local appiication a lotion made 
with one part of the mother tincture to five of distilled 
water. ‘l'o administer the drug internally in any quantity, 
especially a strong preparation, would possibly aggravate 
the disease for which it may be used instead of relieving it. 


Blackheath, J. SurcenirFe Hurnpawv. 
OUR PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION! 
Sik, 


The case of Mr. Snarry if it proves ‘nothing else at least 
demonstrates the necessity for combination, It is too 
much to expect that Members of the Royal College of Ve- 
terinary Surgeons who never join an Association, who take 
no interest in their profession, shall receive assistance when 
in trouble, The interchange of ideas which takes place at 
meetings improves the knowledge of all men, even of the 
best; whilst the personal friendship which these meetings 
tend to foster may be of the greatest importance in the 
hour of professional need. Snarry’s case may recur at any 
moment, and to the man who has isolated himself pro- 
fessionally and who has to fight alone. it may simply mean 
ruin, 

I would therefore earnestly impress upon those gentlemen 
who have no Association to join the local one ; upon those 
who do belong but do not attend regularly to mend their 
ways. Yours obediently, 

Tue Presiwenr Sournern Counties V.M.A. 


Communications are acknowledged from Prof. Walley, 
Messrs. 'l'. D. Broad, 8. Sherwen Cameron, J. E. Cartwright, 
and ‘A Country Vet.” 
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Veterinary Medical Societies—Addresses, 


Borper Cocnties V.M.S§. 
Pres: Mv. T. Greaves, r.r.c.v.s., Knott Mill, Manchester. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. Armstrong, M.R.c.v.s., Penrith, Cumberland 
Caucutra V.M.A. 
Pres: My. Greenhill, m.n.c.v.s. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. T. Assheton Smith, 156 Dhurrumtollah. 
CrentraL V.M.S. 
Pres : Mr. William Hunting, F.R.c.v.s., 


20 Fulham Road, London, S.W. 


Hon. Sec: My. Sidney Villar, r.2.c.v.s., Harrow-on-the-Hill. 
Meetings, First Thursday in each month, except August 
and September, First Avenue Hotel, Holborn, at 7 p.m. 


Eastern Countries V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. E. J. Kitchin, m.r.c.v.s., Norwich. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. R. S. Barcham, m.r.c.v.s., North Walsham. 


Ver. Mep. Assn. or IRELAND. 
Pres: Mr. C. Steel, v.n.c.v.s., 12 North-circular-road, Dublin 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. McKenny, ™.R.c.v.s., 
116 Stephens-green-west, Dublin. 
Lancasutre V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. W. A. Taylor, ¥r.x.c.v.s., Brick-st., Manchester. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Peter Pike, m.r.c.v.s., Manchester. 
Meetings, 2nd Wednesday in March, June, Sept., & Dec. 


LINcotNsHIRE Y.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. B. Freer, » r.c.v.s., Uppingham. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. ¥. L. Gooch, r.xr.c.v.s., Stamford, Lincolnshire 


Mipuanp Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. F. W. Wragg, rF.r.c.v.s. 17 Church Lane, London,E. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. John Malcolm, r.R.c.v.s., 
Holiday-street Wharf, Birmingham. 
Meetings, Second Friday in Feb., May, Aug., and Nov. 


Nationa Vet. Assocratrion. 
Pres: Professor Pritchard, 5 Regents Park-road, London. 
Sec: Mr. G. A. Banham, r.r.c.v.s., Downing-st., Cambridge. 
Treas. and Chairman of Prov. Com: Mr. ¥. Wragg, ¥..¢.v.s., 
17 Church-lane, Whitechapel. 
Local Sec: Mr. Sidney Villar, u.n.c.v.s., Harrow-on-the-Hill 


Nortu or Enetanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. W. T. Moore, F.8.c.v.s., 
16 Albany Terrace, Whitley, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. A. Hancock, M.8.c.v.s., 
2 Holly Avenue, Killingworth, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 


Roya Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. A. Wheatiey, v.r.c.v.s., Reading, Berks. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. H. Kidd, r.x.c.v.s., Hungerford, Berks. 
Royan Scorrisu V.S. 
Pres: Mr. Reid, m.r.c.v.s., Auchtermuchty. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. D. Fairbairn, w.n.c.v.s., Cupar, Fifeshire 


ScortisH Mrerroponitan V.M.S8. 
Pres: Mr. H. Thompson, ¥.x.c.v.s., Aspatria, Cumberland. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. Rutherford, M.R.c.v.s., 
12 Bread Street, Edinburgh. 
Sovrn Dunnam anp Norra Yorxsntre V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. Nettleton, Northallerton. 
Hon. See: Mr. W. Awde, Stockton-on-Tees. 
SourHerN Counties V.M.S. 
Pres: Professor W. Pritchard, we 
5 Regents-park-road, London, N.W. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. E. A. Hollingham, - 
79 Anerley Road, London, 8.E 
Western Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. P. Heath, u.n.c.v.s., Southernhay, Exeter. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. W. Penhale, r.n.c.v.s., Barnstaple, Devon. 


West or Scornanp V.M.A. 


Pres: Mr. A. Robinson, F.R.c.v.s., 
37 West Burn-street, Greenock, N.B. 


Hon. Sec: Mr. James Weir. 
Yorxsuire V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. A. W. Briggs, o.n.c.v.s., Halifax. 


Hon. Sec: Mr. W. F.Greenhalgh, M.R.C.V.S., 
Meetings, Last Friday in Jan., April, J uly, 


Hunslet, Leeds. 
and October. 
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